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Appln. S/N 10/679,577 

Amdt. dated March 9, 2006 

Reply to Office Action dated December 14, 2005 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-1 1 remain pending in the application. Applicant has amended 
claims 1 and 2 and has added new claim 11. 

The Examiner had rejected claims 1-7, 9 and 10 as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 5,408,060 to Muurinen under 35 USC 102(b). The Examiner had also 
rejected claim 8 as being obvious in view of Muurinen under 35 USC 103(a). 

Applicant has amended claim 1 so that it ts directed at a mobile device 
for executing at least two applications, and that the input mode selector makes its 
determination of an active input mode "in response to execution of one of the at least two 
applications". Applicant submits that this permits the device to change the active input mode in 
response to the execution of an application. Thus, different applications can have different 
default active input modes. 

By having the input mode selector responsive to a key on the keyboard, 
as stated in claim 2, a toggle or function key can be used to change the active input mode to 
override the default values in response to user-initiated actions. 

Applicant submits that, as amended, claim 1 overcomes the cited 
Muurinen reference. Applicant directs the Examiner's attention to column 4, line 46 of the 
Muurinen referenoe, which states When the mode of operation of the pushbuttons is 
changed, erasing the function key 16, the function key 16 may be illuminated. .."(emphasis 
added). Applicant submits that with the exception of this passage, Muurinen does not teach a 
mechanism for changing the equivalent of the active input state. Applicant submits that as 
Muurinen directs its teachings towards cellular phones, it would have been unanticipated that 
the device would serve as a platform for a number of applications, thus in addition to not 
teaching changing the active input mode in response to the execution of an application, it 
would not have been considered that executing an application would have changed the input 
mode. 

Accordingly. Applicant requests that as Muurinen does not teach the 
matter of claim 1 , the rejection of claim 1 under 35 USC 1 02(b) be withdrawn. 



Page 4 of 5 

PAGE 5/6 « RCVD AT 3/9/2006 3:30:49 PM JEastem Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO€FXRF-3/17 * DHIS:2738300 * CSID: » DURATION (mm-ss):02-04 



03/09/2008 t5;2S FAX 



12)006/006 



Appln.S/N 10/679,577 

Amdt. dated March 9, 2006 

Reply to Office Action dated December 14, 2005 



As claims 2-10 all depend from claim 1 , it is submitted that they all 
include the limitations of claim 1 , and as such are no broader than claim 1. Accordingly, 
Applicant submits that claims 2-10 are neither anticipated nor obvious in view of Muurinen, 
and respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 2-10 under 35 USC 102(b) and 35 USC 
103(a) be withdrawn. 

Applicant has added new claim 11. dependent on claim 1. Applicant 
submits that this claims is also patentable in view of Muurinen. Applicant submits that the 
applications listed in daim 1 1 are all disclosed at various places in the application, and thus 
submits that they are fully supported by the specification as filed. 



Applicant submits that the application is now in condition for allowance, 
and earnestly solicits action to that end. 



The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees, 
and credit any over payments to Deposit Account No. 501 593, in the name of Borden Ladner 
Gervais LLP. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Mihal LAZARIDIS, et al 




100 Queen Street. Suite 1 100 
Ottawa, ON K1P 1J9 
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